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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 Jan. 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)0 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) D Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-12 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 18 March 2002 is/are: a)D accepted or b)[x] objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) [x] Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) ^ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) pa P er No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 052005 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to for the reasons noted on the attached Notice of 
Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 
37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. The specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting 
any errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The basis of this rejection is set forth in a two-prong test of: 

(1) whether the invention is within the technological arts; and 

(2) whether the invention produces a useful, concrete, and tangible result. 

For a claimed invention to be statutory, the claimed invention must be within the 
technological arts. Mere ideas in the abstract (i.e., abstract idea, law of nature, natural 
phenomena) that do not apply, involve, use, or advance the technological arts fail to 
promote the "progress of science and the useful arts" (i.e., the physical sciences as 
opposed to social sciences, for example) and therefore are found to be non-statutory 
subject matter. For a process claim to pass muster, the recited process must somehow 
apply, involve, use, or advance the technological arts. The phrase "technological arts" 
has been created and used by the courts to offer another view of the term "useful arts". 
See In re Musgrave, 167 USPQ (BNA) 280 (CCPA 1970). Moreover, the courts have 
found that a claimed computer implemented process was within the "technological art" 
because the claimed invention was an operation being performed by a computer within 
a computer. See In re Toma, 197 USPQ (BNA) 852 (CCPA 1978). Finally, the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences (BPAI) has recently affirmed a §101 rejection finding 
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the claimed invention to be non-statutory based on a lack of technology. See Ex parte 
Bowman, 61 USPQ2d (BNA) 1669 (BdPatApp&lnt2001). 

Mere intended or nominal use of a component, albeit within the technological 
arts, does not confer statutory subject matter to an otherwise abstract idea if the 
component does not apply, involve, use, or advance the underlying process. 

As to technological arts recited in the preamble, mere recitation in the preamble 
(i.e., intended or field of use) or mere implication of employing a machine or article of 
manufacture to perform some or all of the recited steps does not confer statutory 
subject matter to an otherwise abstract idea unless there is positive recitation in the 
claim as a whole to breathe life and meaning into the preamble. 

In the present case, the mere mention of a sever (sic) and network in the 
preamble is insufficient to infuse an otherwise abstract idea with statutory subject 
matter. A database is not by itself technological, and the publishing of information by 
email is a trivial use of technology insufficient to breath statutory subject matter into the 
preamble. 

Mere intended or nominal use of a component, albeit within the technological 
arts, does not confer statutory subject matter to an otherwise abstract idea if the 
component does not apply, involve, use, or advance the underlying process. In the 
present case, the network or ethernet are not involved in any manipulative steps, the 
SQL server does not have an operative role in the method, and the use of components 
in the claims is trivial and not sufficiently related to the core of operation of the method. 
There is no practical application in the technological arts to support the core invention. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-6 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Wong (US Patent No. 6115690 A). 

Wong teaches all the limitations of Claims 1-6 and 8-12. For example, Wong 
discloses a purchase process (see at least column 1 lines 30-43), transferring 
information to a database in suitable format (see at least column 4 lines 7-52), 
integrating information and generating a report (see at least column 15 lines 14-23, 
column 19 lines 57-65), checking differences in fields (see at least column 4 line 53 - 
66, column 12 lines 2-7, column 35 lines 45-55, column 25 lines 57-67), and publishing 
integrated information via network and email (see at least column 2 lines 8-25, column 
35 lines 45-55). Wong further discloses: 

• A branch and a factory (see at least column 19 lines 48-65, column 40 lines 
18-31): branch connecting to database through a network backbone structure 
supporting data communication and information transfer (see at least column 
2 lines 8-25, column 3 lines 15-41, Figs. 56, 57); factory connecting to 
database through local area network or ethernet (see at least column 2 lines 
8-25, column 12 line 53 - column 13 line 7). 
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• Report generated at predetermined time : (see at least column 2 line 63 - 
column 3 line 8, column 4 line 53 - 66) 

• Checking difference in fields for abnormality based on criteria : (see at least 
column 4 line 53 - 66, column 12 lines 2-7, column 25 lines 57-67). 

• Integrated information published by web server through web page viewable 
by browser (see at least abstract, column 3 lines 43-58, column 4 line 6 - 
column 5 line 2, column 12 line 8-21): 

• Sending information by email : triggering email program, attaching information 
(see at least column 12 lines 16-20); selecting information (see at least 
column 16 lines 32-43, column 18 lines 24-49, column 19 line 1-9), sending 
warning messages (see at least column 12 lines 2-7, column 19 lines 57-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wong 

(US Patent No. 6115690 A) in view of Beran (US Pub. No. 2002/0055888 A1). 

Wong teaches all of the above as noted under the 102(b) rejection and 
teaches a) optimizing the purchase process by gathering information on purchases, b) 



compiling information on purchases and comparing said information over time, c) 
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producing reports comparing price quotes and other information regarding specific 
items, and d) structured database search capabilities for finding particular items or 
manufacturers. Wong, however, does not disclose an SQL server. Beran teaches an 
internet-based commerce system connected by a network or ethernet and using various 
forms of electronic communication including email and also including a database server 
that is an SQL server (see at least p.2, para. 0015). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
system of Wong to include the SQL server taught by Beran, in order to improve the 
search capabilities and versatility of the system and thereby further its stated goal of 
improving the synergistics of business to business commerce. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam Levine whose telephone number is 571 .272.8122. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30-5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wynn W. Coggins can be reached on 571.272.7159. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



872-9306. 



Adam Levine 
Patent Examiner 
May 23, 2005 




